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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter 
which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 11-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2 nd paragraph, for failing to particularly point out 
and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claim 11, applicant claims first and second sides for coupling to a mannequin. Examiner 
cannot determine what applicant is intending to claim with this language (i.e. sides of what?). For the 
purposes of this office action, examiner will consider the claimed sides to be portions of the mannequin. 
Claims 12-15 are rejected for their incorporation of the above. 

Regarding claim 13, applicant claims "the apparatus comprises a generally disc shape having a first 
extension...". Examiner cannot determine the meaning of this statement. It is unclear whether applicant is 
intending to claim that the apparatus as a whole is generally disc shaped, or whether the apparatus 
comprises a generally disc shaped portion. If the later is the case, it is unclear what portion is being 
claimed as generally disc shaped. This limitation will not be considered until clarification is received in 
response to this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the relevant portion of 35 U.S.C. 102 that forms the basis for the rejections 
made in this section of the office action; 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this 1 
or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one 
year prior to the date of the application for patent in the United States. 

Claims 11-12 and 14-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Rice (US 
2,108,927). 

Regarding claim 11, Rice discloses a mannequin for displaying Garments comprising a first side coupled 
to a first portion of the mannequin, and a second side coupled to a second portion of the mannequin. See 
col. 1: 45 - col. 2: 20. Rice further discloses a transitional surface disposed between the first side and the 
second side, the outer surface forming a transition between the outer surfaces of the first and second 
sides. See col. 2: 40-46, and fig. 2, label 17. 

Regarding claim 12, Rice further discloses wherein the transitional outer surface is curved. See fig. 2, 
label 17. 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, Rice further discloses wherein the attachable sides of the mannequins 
have different clothing sizes and wherein the sides represent an upper and lower half of a human being. 
See col. 1:1-5, and fig. 2. Note the upper and lower attachments of fig 2 (i.e. the abdomen and chest 
area and the legs). They have different clothing sizes because the sizes for those portions of a body are 
of different scales (i.e. skirt size versus shirt size). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of the relevant portion of 35 U.S.C. 103 that forms the basis for the rejections 
made in this section of the office action; 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
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described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 

Claims 1-4 and 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon (US 
6,624,843) in view of Reid (US 2,665,040). 

Regarding claim 1, Lennon discloses a method for displaying clothes as they would appear on a 
potential customer comprising storing in a photo image database a plurality of clothing photo images 
displaying garments of various sizes as worn. See col. 5: 7-17. Lennon further discloses storing in a 
model database a plurality of model images of a plurality of models, each having sizes corresponding to 
the sizes of the garments in the previously described clothing image database. See col. 7: 5-20, and col. 
8: 67 - col. 9: 5. Note that the customers are the models in this instance. Lennon further discloses using 
the stored photo images and the stored model images to generate a combined image that includes a 
clothing image of a predetermined size on a model image with the predetermined size. See col. 4: 24-31. 
Lennon fails to teach wherein the clothing images are images of the clothing displayed on mannequins, 
and additionally fails to explicitly teach of clothing items of various sizes on a single display. However, 
Reid discloses a mannequin device for displaying clothing items (plural) as they would appear on an 
individual considering a purchase of said items. See col. 1: 1-7. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize a mannequin for displaying apparel as taught 
by Reid in the system of Lennon in order to reduce costs by eliminating the need to hire models, and to 
provide multiple clothing items in the manner of Reid for viewing on a single display so as to provide 
ensemble clothing previews for a user. 

Regarding claim 2, Lennon further discloses wherein the clothing image database includes arranging the 
clothing items for display in an 'as worn' manner, so as to appear as if the clothing items are worn by a 
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person having the same clothing size as the clothing model. See col. 4: 24-31, and recall that the use of a 
mannequin as the clothing model is an obvious variation of Lennon in view of Reid as previously 
described. 

Regarding claim 3, Lennon further discloses enabling selection and display of a composite image 
comprising at least one image of at least one selected clothing item from the 'as worn' clothing image 
database combined with at least one image of at least one section of a selected model image from the 
image database so the clothing item appears as worn by the model. See col. 4: 24-31. 

Regarding claim 4, Lennon further discloses wherein the size of the clothing item corresponds to the 
size of the model. See col. 8: 67 - col. 9: 4. 

Regarding claims 7-8, Lennon discloses a method comprising displaying clothing articles of various 
sizes on models, and combining the images with images of different human models wherein the portion of 
the combined image from the second group of human models comprises the head portion of the model 
combined with the as-worn clothing portion from the first set of models. See col. 4: 24-31. Lennon fails to 
teach of using mannequins for the first set of model images and also fails to teach of using different 
clothing sizes for different portions of the mannequin. However these are obvious variation of Lennon in 
view of Reid for the identical reasons and motivations set forth with respect to claim 1 above. Note that 
the teaching from Reid regarding the multiple clothing items encompasses a third item as per claim 8. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon (US 6,624,843) in 
view of the Walt Disney World ride 'Carousel of Progress', www.wdmagic.com/carousel.htm. 

Regarding claim 5, Lennon discloses posing and photographing a plurality of models in various clothing 
items in front of various backgrounds. See col. 2: 20-28. Lennon fails to teach of the background images 
being on a carousel capable of rotation. However, the Disneyland ride 'Carousel of Progress' established 
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in 1964 and currently operating at the Disney World resort in Orlando, Florida, teaches of using a 
carousel to shift backgrounds. See the article titled "Walt Disney's Carousel of Progress' from 
www.wdmagic.com/carousel.htm. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to utilize the carousel based scene shifting from Disney in the system of Lennon, in order 
to quickly and conveniently shift background scenes for the mannequin images. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon (US 6,624,843) in 
view of the Walt Disney World ride 'Carousel of Progress', www.wdmagic.com/carousel.htm , in 
further view of Reid (US 2,655,040). 

Regarding claim 6, Lennon/Disney disclose all of the features of parent claim 5 as described above. 
Lennon further discloses wherein the photo of the user and the photo of the model are taken in identical 
poses. See col. 4: 24-31. Lennon/Disney fail to teach wherein the clothing item is photographed on a 
mannequin. However, this is an obvious variation of Lennon/Disney in view of Reid for the identical 
reasons and motivations set forth with respect to claim 1 above. 

Regarding claim 6, Lennon further discloses wherein taking the first and second photos of the model 

Claims 9-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon (US 6,624,843) 
in view of Reid (US 2,665,040) and in further view of Feld et al. (US 2001/0026272). 

Regarding claims 9-10, Lennon/Reid disclose all of the features of parent claim 7 as described above. 
However, there is no teaching of displaying the items in a rotatable 3D manner, including a 180 degree 
mirror display (as per claim 10). However, Feld discloses a system for previewing clothing items that 
includes this feature. See paragraph 38. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to enhance the display of Lennon/Reid with the 3D features of Feld, in order to 
allow the users to preview the clothing article from all angles. 
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Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rice (US 2,108,927) in view 
of Dusko (US 2,451,023). 

Regarding claim 13, Rice fails to teach of attaching the mannequin portion by use of extensions on the 
mannequin portions that extend into cavities on the receiving portions of the mannequin. However, Dusko 
discloses a mannequin that teaches of this feature. See fig 2, label 17, and note how the extension is 
utilized in figure 1. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to utilize the attachment mechanisms of Dusko in the system of Rice, in order to accommodate simple 
and fast interchanging of mannequin parts. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Petz (US (5,090,689) in view 
of Shepherd (US 2,934,341 ). 

Regarding claim 16, Petz discloses a device comprising a generally planar surface having an axis and a 
mechanism allowing the generally planar surface to rotate with respect to the axis, and a plurality of 
mounts on which to mount a plurality of models coupled to the surface, each mount being rotational with 
respect to the axis. See col. 1: 60-68. The limitation of posing the models with respect to the background 
reflects the intended use of the device, and will not patentably distinguish over the prior art. Additionally 
note that the backgrounds are merely whatever is behind the model at any given time, and will be slightly 
different for each mounted horse model. Petz fails to teach of each mount being capable of independent 
rotation. However, Shephard discloses an amusement park apparatus that consists of each model being 
capable of rotation around its own supporting axis. See col. 1: 35-41. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to utilize the independent model rotation aspects of 
Shepherd in the system of Petz, in order to provide additional acceleration forces to the rider enhancing 
enjoyment of the ride. 
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Claims 17-18 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon 
(US 6,624,843) in view of Reid (US 2,665,040) and in further view of Rom (US 6,307,568). 

Regarding claim 17, the features pertaining to the database with the as worn mannequin images are 
rejected as being unpatentable over Lennon in view of Reid for the identical reasons and motivations set 
forth above with respect to claim 1. Lennon further discloses a network interface to select an as-worn 
image of a selected clothing item according to clothing size data provided by the user via the network. 
See col. 4: 7-40, and col. 3: 43-46. Lennon/Reid fail to explicitly teach wherein the user selects the 
clothing item from a second generic clothing image database prior to receiving the as-worn image. 
However, Rom discloses a device for remote ordering and previewing of clothing that includes this 

feature. See col. 4: 63-66, and fig. 1, label 12. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 

f 

art at the time of the invention to include this feature from Rom in the system of Lennon/Reid, in order to 
allow the user to preview and select an item before the system has to perform the processing intensive 
image composition, thus reducing processing overhead. 

Regarding claim 18, Lennon discloses a machine-readable medium comprising instructions to match a 
user's clothing fit data to a model image from a model image database. See col. 8: 67 - col. 9: 5 and col. 
6: 60-65. Lennon further discloses receiving a command from the user to display a composite clothing 
image including at least one section of the model image and at least one section from an image database 
containing as worn images of the selected clothing item based on clothing fit data provided by the user. 
See col. 4: 24-31 Lennon further discloses receiving from the user a request to purchase the selected 
clothing item. See col. 9: 33-36. Lennon fails to teach of using a mannequin as a model for the as-worn 
images. However, this is an obvious variation of Lennon in view of Reid for the identical reasons and 
motivations set forth with respect to claim 1 as described above. Lennon further fails to explicitly teach of 
a catalogue for initial selection of the item, and of receiving a request by the user to purchase the 
selected item. However, the catalogue feature is an obvious variation of Lennon in view of Rom for the 
identical reasons and motivations described with respect to claim 17 above. 
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Regarding claim 20, Lennon further discloses wherein the user enters the relevant clothing fit data. See 
col. 7: 12-20. 

Regarding claim 21, Lennon further discloses wherein the system provides instructions to display the 
composite image. See col. 4: 24-31. 

Claims 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lennon (US 6,624,843) in 
view of Reid (US 2,665,040) and Rom (US 6,307,568), and in further view of Lee (US 6,661,433). 

Regarding claim 19, Lennon/Reid/Rom disclose all of the features of parent claim 18 as described 
above, but fail to teach of creating composite images comprising various portions of models of various 
sizes. However, Lee discloses an item for electronically previewing as-worn clothing images that teaches 
of this feature. See col. 4: 13-16. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to include this feature of Lee in the system of Lennon/Reid/Rom in order to allow for the 
previewing of multiple clothing items worn together as a unit. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to Timothy Musselman whose telephone number is (571)272-1814. The examiner can normally 
be reached on Mon-Thu 6:00AM - 4:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571)272-6996. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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Ronald Laneau 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3714 




